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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



This is filed in response to the request for information dated March 10, 2006 in 
the above-identified application. 
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The questions posed in the request for information are reproduced below. 
Following each question is an answer supplied by either the applicant(s) or an attorney 
for the applicants. It is believed that each of the answers fully responds to the 
corresponding question, but if the examiner requires further information, the applicants 
request that an opportunity be given to supplement the answers. 

• Who was the individual or individuals giving the "DTS Conceptual Completions" and 
"Greater Plutonio Completions Workshop" presentations? — The initial presentation 
was given by Tommy Grigsby. Other employees of the assignee of the present 
application provided supplemental information during the presentation (for 
example, David Johnson in the "Greater Plutonio Completions Workshop" 
presentation). 

• Was this individual or individuals the inventive entity or part thereof of the subject 
matter disclosed in the presentations? — Yes. 

• If not, who was the inventive entity or part thereof of the subject matter disclosed in 
the presentations? — N/A. 

• How does the subject matter disclosed in the presentations relate to or differ from 
the claimed subject matter in the instant application? — It relates to the claimed 
subject matter in that the subject matter disclosed in the presentations represents 
initial "high level" concepts of installing distributed temperature sensors in 
downhole completions utilizing well screens and gravel packs. 

• Who attended these presentations? — The Greater Plutonio Team (employees of BP, 
formerly British Petroleum). 
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Were the presentations open to the public or closed meetings? — These were closed 
meetings with only members of the Greater Plutonio Team attending, along with 
employees of the assignee of the present application. 

If the presentations were intended to be confidential, were the attendees clearly 
made aware of this fact? — Yes. 

Were copies of the presentations made available for the attendees to carry away from 
the presentations? — No. 

Were copies of the presentation made available to any individuals not in attendance 
at these presentations? — No. 

Were these copies, those carried away from the presentation or handed out at a later 
time, clearly marked as confidential? — N/A. 

Who was the third party referred to in reference to the fiber optic wet connect 
feature? — There were several companies that provided fiber optic wet connects at 
the time. One company (Tronics) at the time had a fiber optic wet connect that could 
possibly work in a downhole application. Details of the Tronics fiber optic wet 
connect have been disclosed in an Information Disclosure Statement considered by 
the examiner. 

Did this third party invent or contribute to the invention of the fiber optic wet 
connect in any manner? — The applicants do not know which individuals invented 
the fiber optic wet connect which would be supplied by a third party. 

How does the "FO wet-connect" disclosed in the presentation relate to or differ from 
the claimed invention in the instant application? — The "FO wet-connect" referred 
to in the presentation is merely a connector for fiber optic lines which are to be 
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connected while immersed in fluid, for example, in a subsea environment. In 
contrast, the claimed invention is a downhole completion system in which a 
connection between fiber optic lines is just one element. 

• Specifically, how does the "FO wet-connect" disclosed in the presentation relate to or 
differ from the fiber optic wet connection recited in claim 1 of the instant 
application? ~ The "FO wet-connect" referred to in the presentation is merely a 
connector for fiber optic lines which are to be connected while immersed in fluid, for 
example, in a subsea environment. In contrast, claim 1 recites a particular 
arrangement of first and second assemblies installed in a wellbore, with first and 
second fiber optic lines being connected to each other after the assemblies are 
installed in the wellbore, and orienting devices of the assemblies aligning fiber optic 
connectors with each other when the assemblies are engaged with each other in the 
wellbore. 

The examiner is hereby requested to telephone the undersigned attorney of 
record at (972) 516-0030 if such would expedite the prosecution of the application. 



Marlin R. Smith 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 38,310 

Dated: May 2, 2006 

660 North Central Expressway 
Suite 230 

Piano, Texas 75074 
(972) 516-0030 



Respectfully submitted, 



KONNEKER & SMITH, P.C. 
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I hereby certify that this correspondence is being 
deposited with the United States Postal Service as 
first class mail in an envelope addressed to: 
Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450, 




